THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
many Frenchmen a nightmare, was warmly wel-
comed by a very important section of the British Press
which began openly to urge something like an alliance
with Germany.
And then came the Anglo-Naval Agreement, made,
not as the result of any previous understanding with
France, but as a purely bilateral agreement between
Germany and Britain, an agreement by which Britain
secured the limitation of German power at sea (the
sphere in which Britain was particularly interested)
but did nothing to secure France against the indefinite
increase of German land-power.
It was all but inevitable in those circumstances that
M. Laval should come to the agreement he did with
Signor Mussolini.
We have now at long last recognised the need of
definite commitment to defend France against unpro-
voked attack by Germany. Had we been ready fifteen
years ago to do what finally we have been obliged to
do, the whole story would have been different. The
Laval-Mussolini agreement illustrates once more that
if collective defence is to work at all it must not be
ham-strung by partial or geographical agreements
which are in conflict with its fundamental principle
that an attack on one is an attack on all. If you are
pledged to the support of the law, you cannot be
pledged to the support of those who break it.
When it became quite clear in 1934 t^aat ^7 ^a(^
made up her mind to invade and conquer Abyssinia
the latter appealed to the League. It was to the
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